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Marctinez, 3r
16 william Street
Sparkill, NY 10976

April 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As & concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding jaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveiilance. The FBI 1s going far beyand these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be burlt with a pegphole for Jaw enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the fBI can c<ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping

I look farward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Eugene Martinez, Jr.
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John Balies
76 Columbus Avenue
Somerville, MA (2143

April 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissign
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

A&s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 15 the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be buillt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sgurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal cammunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our perscnal communicatiaons Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that ousr new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Taok forward to hearing yaour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

John Balles
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April 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Charrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Langstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually burld its systems around
goverrment eavesdropping. It 15 the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to lgook through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up houndaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have nat been successful and
only created a rich aopportunmity for hackers

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I lock forward to hearing your thoushts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Kenneth L Baker
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FCC Chairman Michael Powell MAY 1 3 2804
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW Federal Communicati

ons Com
Washingtan, DC 20554 01"‘!(:30ftheSecr(-zi.rarym'ssmn

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a c<oncerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built-in wiretapping access.

There is no reason for this additional Tegislation. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
gavernment eavesdrapping. It 15 the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to logk through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources }ike phone companies and data
spurces like e-mail The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persgnal cammunications past
efforts te provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicatian technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Joan Warnock
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Austin, tx 78759

Aprii 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michasl Powel!
fFederal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a caoncerned individual, T am writing to express my copposition to the
Department of Justice s request that al! new Internet communication services be
reguired to have burlt-in wiretapping access,

1 do not believe this requirement is necessary. tongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct survejllance. The FBI is going far bayond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be burlt with a peephole for law enforcement to iook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mai1l. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdeor access have not been successful and
only created a rich aopportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping

I laock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Charies H Nichoils Tr
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April 13, 2004

FCC Chalrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have buirlt-in wiretapping access.

I do not beljeve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bheyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 15 the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephsle for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress, lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBl s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogug government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
JTustice that opur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward tc hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jayne Keedy
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April 13, 2004

FCC chairman Michael Powell
Federal Cammunications Commission
445 12th Street Sw

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chalrman Powell:

As a concerned 1ndividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not beiieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 3is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he hullt with a peephole for law enfarcement to look through.

I am very ¢oncerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive delibherations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between saurces like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mai1l. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue govarnment agents to access our persanal caommunications Past
effarts to provide this sart of backdoor access have nat been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge vou to oppase the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet cammunication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Suzanne Tulien
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Sharon Berger
1065 W. falls St
Ithaca, KY 14850

April 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chalrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement 15 necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to foarce the industry to actualiy builld its systems around
government eavesdropping., It 1s the squivalent of the government regquiring all
new homes be bullt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations. set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informatien between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 11ke e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading cf the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access ogur persanal communicatians. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Sharon Berger
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Apr1l 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As & concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually buiid its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 15 the equivalent of the government reauiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the F8I can collect infarmation between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-ma1l. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications Past
efforts to provide this saort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticn techrnologies should have built-in
wiretapping

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Sharan Berger
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April 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel)
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have burlt-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. 1longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the fBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be burlt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this regquirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves cr
even rogue government agents to access our perschal communications. pPast
efforts to provide this sart of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you tc oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lock forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

David Fergusan
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pelilah Lilly

753 Peach St.

Alexander City, Al 35010

April 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Paowel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washingten, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

#s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositian to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to ¢onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping It 15 the equivalent of the government regquiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persaonal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoaor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggesticn of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward toe hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Gelilah t11iy
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taPorte, TX 77371

April 13, 2004

FCC Chartrman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 70554

FCC Chailrman Pawell:

As a concerned 1ndividual, I am writing to express my opposition %o the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement 15 necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

1 am concerned that this reguirement represents an end—-run around Congress.
Lawmakers, after extensiye deliberatipns, set up boundaries for how the FBI can
collect information between sources like phone companies and data sources like
e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law would bypass the
legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that hy requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. pPast
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successfyl and
only created a rich opportumty for hackers.

Once again, T urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

Sincerely,

Steve Stutz
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April 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, OC 20554

FCC Chajrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

Laws already require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone

companies to allow the FBI to ¢onduct surveilllance. The FBI is going far

beyond these existing powers by trying to force the industry to actually build

1ts systems around government eavesdropping It is the equivalent of the

gavernment requiring all new homes be burlt with a peephole for law enforcement
’ to look through.

This requirement represents an end-run around Congress. Lawmakars, after
extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how the FBI can collect
information between spurces 1ike phone companies and data sources 11ke e-mail.
The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law would bypass the
legislative process to alter that careful balance.

By requiring a master key to our personal communications, the government is
creating the potential for hackers and thisves Qr even rogue government
agents to access our personal communications. Past efforts to provide this
sort of backdoor access have naot been successful.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticn technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Witla Jarnagin
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April 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicatiocns Commissior
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned 1ndividual, I am writing to express my aoppasition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have hutlt~in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Serwice Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to <onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the tndustry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring al)
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up beundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful bhalance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to cur personal communicafions, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our persoral <communications Past
efforts to provide this sart nof hackdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunmity foi hackers

My wife and I urge you to oppose the dangerous sugsgestion of the Department of
Justice that aur new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

Remembet, we cannct remain free if we continue to allow greater power t¢ the
national ar state police to monitor our internet activities. We must not
become 1ike the soviet Union of old that kept so much 1nformation on 1ts
¢1tizens. Those of us who are military veterans did not sarve aur country in
its time of need to turn it into a police state.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mr. & Mrs. Tames N. Conner
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April 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary Langstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyand these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually burld 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with & peephole for law enforcement to ook through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich aopportunmity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts an this mattsr.

Sincerely,

Roger W. Dixon
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April 13, 2004

FCZ Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chajrman Powel]

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my cspposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI i< going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems araund
government eavesdrapping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to ook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mayl. The FBI?s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative proc¢ess tao alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ? or
EVEN rogue government agents ? to access our personal communications Past
efforts to provide this sort of Pbackdeor?® access have not been successful and
oniy created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

1 look forward to hearing your thaughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

david bohn
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FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned 1ndividual, T am writing Lo express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that ail new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance, The FBI is geing far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 15 the eguivalent of the governmant requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources like e—-ma1l The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process te alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents ta access our persagnal communications Past
efforts to pravide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

once again., I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestien of the Department of
Justice that ocur new Internet communication technologies should have built—-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

teonard Cherry
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RECEIVED

April 12, 2004

MAY 1 3 2004
FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission Fede’aicommuﬂfcattonscomm,ssm
445 12th Street SW Oﬂ'ceofﬂ'leSecretary

washington, DC 20554
FCC Chairman Paowell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositian to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ncdustry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping It 15 the eguivalent of the government regquiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Yaw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
{ongress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aagressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key te our personal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our perscnal communicatians. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created @ rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion af the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolagies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ed Fisher



